WHY PARENTS OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CHILD
SHOULD BE ON T%E SCHOOL BOARD
BY N. D. COCHRAN

My friend John Tansey, editor of
the Chicago Bullstin, takes lssue
with a statement | 'made 1o the effect
that members of the school board
ghould be parents whose chiliren
werd being educated in the public
echools. e says:

“] mauy use the public batks if 1
feel so dlsposed, but Iif T don't care
to patronize fhem fi deesn’t miean
that T am going dirty or lacking
putriotisme  Shall | be refused & seat
in e ety eounell for that resson?
& * & Tha public schools of Chicago
and the United States are the great-
est public schools in the world. We
eouldn’t get along without them. But
utiendance is not & certificate of cit-
ixenship for parents of the puplls.

* * | am of the opinion that most
of the criticimm against private and
parochial schoonls is not an honest
eriticism, but prompted by religious
intolernnee and bigotry, and generl-
Iy echord by dyspeptic-looking par-
ents that live in childless homes."

I do not make the attendance of
their children at the public schools a
test of citizenship of the parents. Or
a test of patriotism, éther. 1 merely
hold that & parent whose children at-
tend the public schools will natural-
Iy be more interested in those schools
than one whose children attead other
schools — it makes no difference
whether they be private or parochial
gchools, 1If 1 were mayor | wouldn't
put & purent on the school board
whose children were educated at
home by private tutors,

As o taxpayer one citizen has as
much right to hold office on the
sohiool board as another. . The Cath-
olie ar Latheran parent, who for rea-
sonz entirely satisfactory to himself,
sends his children to the parochial
schools managed by his church, s
wholly within his rights as a oltizen.
Hut he 8 paturally most interested
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In the zsehool his children actend,
even though not hostile to others,

It ks ensily possible to find among
the parents whose children attend
the public schools men and women ™
who are capnble of handling thed
business and financisl snd of the '|_.-'.
as well s the educational—but nll
taxpuyorse oght to be well protected
by school board members who are
keenly interested In. the publig
schools hecauge their children atteng
them. [t f&n't o question of i
ahip or of patriotism—it is 4 que
of paolicy. !

A man whose chilidren don't rad
tha public schoole might be a8 pas
triotic ms one whoee children do at-
tend. In fact, he might be gqulcker to
cnlist, to shoulder u gun and fight for
his country. It all depends upon the
man—not upon bls cresd

Undoubtedly there have besn ex-
callent members of the sohool bowrd
whose children were edncated slse-
where, but it was always possible 1o
find others at least equally as excel-
lent whose children did attend the
public sehools. And, when that is
true, It I8 batter for all concerned to
prifer those whose Interest in the
publlic schogl system Is direct, per-
sonual and Intimate.

8o far as | know, M. 1, Collins has
been & good member of the school
board, 1 don't know him. But I do
know this—that politicians made po-
litieal use, in the last mayoralty cam-
paign, of the fact that Mr. Collins'
children were not educated In the.
public schoole

I happeén to be ans Prolestant who
doesn’t believe ail he reads in The
Menare, and who also bellevs that
the Catholic’ hierarehy coulin’t in-
duce the Cathoile ialty to destroy our
public schools even if it wanted to,
And | believe that if the school board
were madi up of parents whaose chil-
dren atlended the public schools




